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Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

Proclamation 7565 of May 21, 2002

National Maritime Day, 2002

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Our commercial maritime tradition dates back to the founding of our Nation;
and it continues to play an important role today, moving passengers and
freight, protecting our freedom, and linking our citizens to the world.

Merchant mariners have served America with distinction throughout our
history, but especially at critical moments. Before World War II, they made
dangerous and difficult voyages carrying vital supplies to Europe. During
that war, more than 700 United States merchant ships were lost to attack,
and more than 6,000 merchant mariners lost their lives. Merchant mariners
played a vital role in the Korean Conflict, especially in the rescue of 14,000
Korean civilians by the SS MEREDITH VICTORY. During the Vietnam War,
ships crewed by civilian seamen carried 95 percent of the supplies used
by our Armed Forces. Many of these ships sailed into combat zones under
fire. In fact, the SS MAYAGUEZ incident involved the capture of mariners
from the American merchant ship SS MAYAGUEZ.

More recently, during the Persian Gulf War merchant mariners were vital
to the largest sealift operation since D-Day. And after the tragic attacks
of September 11th, professional merchant mariners and midshipmen from
the United States Merchant Marine Academy transported personnel and
equipment and moved food and supplies to lower Manhattan. Their efforts
enhanced rescue operations and helped save many lives.

Today, the men and women of the United States Merchant Marine and
thousands of other workers in our Nation’s maritime industry continue
to make immeasurable contributions to our economic strength and our ongo-
ing efforts to build a more peaceful world. We must ensure our maritime
system can meet the challenges of the 21st century. As cargo volume is
expected to double within the next 20 years, a viable maritime network
will help our country compete in our global economy.

Accordingly, my Administration is working with government agencies, the
shipping industry, labor, and environmental groups to ensure that our water-
ways remain a sound transportation option that complements our overland
transportation network.

In recognition of the importance of the U.S. Merchant Marine, the Congress,
by joint resolution approved on May 20, 1933, as amended, has designated
May 22 of each year as ‘“National Maritime Day,” and has authorized and
requested that the President issue an annual proclamation calling for its
appropriate observance.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GEORGE W. BUSH, President of the United States
of America, do hereby proclaim May 22, 2002, as National Maritime Day.
I call upon the people of the United States to celebrate this observance
and to display the flag of the United States at their homes and in their
communities. I also request that all ships sailing under the American flag
dress ship on that day.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-first
day of May, in the year of our Lord two thousand two, and of the Independ-
ence of the United States of America the two hundred and twenty-sixth.

[FR Doc. 02—-13267
Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am]
Billing code 3195-01-P
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Proclamation 7566 of May 21, 2002

National Missing Children’s Day, 2002

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

On May 25, 1979, 6-year old Etan Patz disappeared on his way to school
in New York City. The ensuing search focused national attention on the
tragedy of missing children, as well as the lack of resources and information
available to help locate and recover missing children. Since that time, many
high-profile cases and the dedicated efforts of parents, the law enforcement
community, and others concerned with children’s well-being have generated
even greater awareness about the need to protect children from criminals
and other predators.

During this year, we mark the 20th anniversary of the passage of the Missing
Children Act, originally signed into law by President Reagan. Over the
past two decades, the Department of Justice, along with many important
community and faith-based partners, have made great progress in raising
public awareness, improving public safety, locating and recovering missing
children, and protecting children from exploitation on the Internet.

Americans must continue to work together to ensure the safety of our chil-
dren. The Department of Justice will commemorate National Missing Chil-
dren’s Day by presenting six awards that recognize outstanding efforts to
safeguard our youngest citizens. The recipients deserve our heartfelt thanks
and appreciation for their dedicated work. As they are honored for their
contributions, I urge all Americans to take an active role in upholding
the safety of our communities and in defending the well-being of our chil-
dren.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GEORGE W. BUSH, President of the United States
of America, by virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution
and laws of the United States, do hereby proclaim May 25, 2002, as National
Missing Children’s Day. I call upon Americans to join me in commemorating
this observance and to remember those young people who are missing.
I also call on our citizens to recognize and thank those who work on
behalf of missing children and their families. By renewing our commitment
to protect our children from harm, we can save lives and prevent untold
suffering and grief among the most vulnerable of our society.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-first
day of May, in the year of our Lord two thousand two, and of the Independ-
ence of the United States of America the two hundred and twenty-sixth.

[FR Doc. 02-13268
Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am]
Billing code 3195-01-P
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Proclamation 7567 of May 21, 2002

Prayer for Peace, Memorial Day, 2002

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Every Memorial Day, Americans remember the debt of gratitude we owe
to our veterans who gave their lives for our country. On this important
day, communities across our Nation stop to remember and to honor the
great sacrifices made by our men and women in uniform.

Since its beginnings, our country has faced many threats that have tested
its courage. From war-torn battlefields and jungle skirmishes to conflicts
at sea and air attacks, generations of brave men and women have fought
and died to defeat tyranny and protect our democracy. Their sacrifices
have made this Nation strong and our world a better place.

Upwards of 48 million Americans have served the cause of freedom and
more than a million have died to preserve our liberty. We also remember
the more than 140,000 who were taken prisoner-of-war and the many others
who were never accounted for. These memories remind us that the cost
of war and the price of peace are great.

The tradition of Memorial Day reinforces our Nation’s resolve to never
forget those who gave their last full measure for America. As we engage
in the war against terrorism, we also pray for peace. When America emerged
from the Civil War, President Abraham Lincoln called on all Americans
to “cherish a just and lasting peace.” In these extraordinary times, our
Nation has once again been challenged, and Lincoln’s words remain our
guiding prayer.

We continue to rely on our brave and steadfast men and women in uniform
to defend our freedom. United as a people, we pray for peace throughout
the world. We also pray for the safety of our troops. This new generation
follows an unbroken line of good, courageous, and unfaltering heroes who
have never let our country down.

As we commemorate this noble American holiday, we honor those who
fell in defense of freedom. We honor them in our memory through solemn
observances, with the love of a grateful Nation.

In respect for their devotion to America, the Congress, by a joint resolution
approved on May 11, 1950 (64 Stat. 158), has requested the President to
issue a proclamation calling on the people of the United States to observe
each Memorial Day as a day of prayer for permanent peace and designating
a period on that day when the people of the United States might unite
in prayer. The Congress, by Public Law 106-579, has also designated the
minute beginning at 3:00 p.m. local time on that day as a time for all
Americans to observe the National Moment of Remembrance.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GEORGE W. BUSH, President of the United States
of America, by virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution
and laws of the United States, do hereby designate Memorial Day, May
27, 2002, as a day of prayer for permanent peace, and I designate the
hour beginning in each locality at 11:00 a.m. of that day as a time to
unite in prayer. I also ask all Americans to observe the National Moment
of Remembrance beginning at 3:00 p.m. local time on Memorial Day. I
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urge the press, radio, television, and all other media to participate in these
observances.

I also request the Governors of the United States and the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, and the appropriate officials of all units of government,
to direct that the flag be flown at half-staff until noon on this Memorial
Day on all buildings, grounds, and naval vessels throughout the United
States and in all areas under its jurisdiction and control. I also request
the people of the United States to display the flag at half-staff from their
homes for the customary forenoon period.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-first
day of May, in the year of our Lord two thousand two, and of the Independ-
ence of the United States of America the two hundred and twenty-sixth.
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

7 CFR Part 28
[Doc. # CN-02-001]
RIN 0581-AC04

Revision of User Fees for 2002 Crop
Cotton Classification Services to
Growers

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Agricultural Marketing
Service (AMS) is raising user fees for
cotton producers for 2002 crop cotton
classification services under the Cotton
Statistics and Estimates Act in
accordance with the formula provided
in the Uniform Cotton Classing Fees Act
of 1987. The 2001 user fee for this
classification service was $1.35 per bale.
This final rule would raise the fee for
the 2002 crop to $1.45 per bale. The fee
and the existing reserve are sufficient to
cover the costs of providing
classification services, including costs
for administration and supervision. Also
because of insufficient demand,
computer punch cards would be
eliminated as an optional method of
disseminating classing data to
producers.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norma McDill, Deputy Administrator,
Cotton Program, AMS, USDA, Room
2641-S, STOP 0224, 1400 Independence
Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250—
0224. telephone (202) 720-2145,
facsimile (202) 690-1718, or e-mail
norma.mcdill@usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposed rule detailing the revisions
was published in the Federal Register
on April 19, 2002. (67 FR 19357). A 15-

day comment period was provided for
interested persons to respond to the
proposed rule. No comments were
received, and no changes have been
made in the provisions of the final rule.

Executive Order 12866

This final rule has been determined to
be not significant for purposes of
Executive Order 12866; and, therefore
has not been reviewed by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB).

Executive Order 12988

This final rule has been reviewed
under Executive Order 12988, Civil
Justice Reform. It is not intended to
have retroactive effect. This rule would
not preempt any state or local laws,
regulations, or policies unless they
present an irreconcilable conflict with
this rule. There are no administrative
procedures that must be exhausted prior
to any judicial challenge to the
provisions of this rule.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Pursuant to requirements set forth in
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) AMS has considered
the economic impact of this action on
small entities and has determined that
its implementation will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

The purpose of the RFA is to fit
regulatory actions to the scale of
businesses subject to such actions so
that small businesses will not be
disproportionately burdened. There are
an estimated 35,000 cotton growers in
the U.S. who voluntarily use the AMS
cotton classing services annually, and
the majority of these cotton growers are
small businesses under the criteria
established by the Small Business
Administration (13 CFR §121.201). The
increase above the 2001 crop level as
stated will not significantly affect small
businesses as defined in the RFA
because:

(1) The fee increase represents a very
small portion of the cost-per-unit
currently borne by those entities
utilizing the services. (The 2001 user fee
for classification services was $1.35 per
bale; the fee for the 2002 crop is
increased to $1.45 per bale; the 2002
crop is estimated at 16,504,065 bales).

(2) The fee for services will not affect
competition in the marketplace; and

(3) The use of classification services is
voluntary. For the 2001 crop, 20,100,000

bales were produced; and, virtually all
of these bales were voluntarily
submitted by growers for the
classification service.

(4) Based on the average price paid to
growers for cotton from the 2000 crop of
49.8 cents per pound, 500 pound bales
of cotton are worth an average of $249
each. The user fee for classification
services, $1.45 per bale, is less than one
percent of the value of an average bale
of cotton.

(5) Due to insufficient demand,
computer punch cards would be
eliminated as an optional method of
disseminating classing data to
producers.

Paperwork Reduction Act

In compliance with OMB regulations
(5 CFR part 1320), which implement the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the information
collection requirements contained in the
provisions to be amended by this final
rule have been previously approved by
OMB and were assigned OMB control
number 0581-0009 under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.).

Fees for Classification Under the Cotton
Statistics and Estimates Act of 1927

The user fee charged to cotton
producers for High Volume Instrument
(HVI) classification services under the
Cotton Statistics and Estimates Act (7
U.S.C. 473a) was $1.35 per bale during
the 2001 harvest season as determined
by using the formula provided in the
Uniform Cotton Classing Fees Act of
1987, as amended by Public Law 102—
237. The fees cover salaries, costs of
equipment and supplies, and other
overhead costs, including costs for
administration, and supervision. These
changes will be made effective July 1,
2002, as provided by the Cotton
Statistics and Estimates Act.

This final rule establishes the user fee
charged to producers for HVI
classification at $1.45 per bale during
the 2002 harvest season.

Public Law 102-237 amended the
formula in the Uniform Cotton Classing
Fees Act of 1987 for establishing the
producer’s classification fee so that the
producer’s fee is based on the prevailing
method of classification requested by
producers during the previous year. HVI
classing was the prevailing method of
cotton classification requested by
producers in 2001. Therefore, the 2002
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producer’s user fee for classification
service is based on the 2001 base fee for
HVI classification.

The fee was calculated by applying
the formula specified in the Uniform
Cotton Classing Fees Act of 1987, as
amended by Public Law 102-237. The
2001 base fee for HVI classification
exclusive of adjustments, as provided by
the Act, was $2.22 per bale. An increase
of 2.51 percent, or 6 cents per bale
increase due to the implicit price
deflator of the gross domestic product
added to the $2.22 would result in a
2002 base fee of $2.28 per bale. The
formula in the Act provides for the use
of the percentage change in the implicit
price deflator of the gross national
product (as indexed for the most recent
12-month period for which statistics are
available). However, gross national
product has been replaced by gross
domestic product by the Department of
Commerce as a more appropriate
measure for the short-term monitoring
and analysis of the U.S. economy.

The number of bales to be classed by
the United States Department of
Agriculture from the 2002 crop is
estimated at 16,504,065 bales. The 2002
base fee was decreased 15 percent based
on the estimated number of bales to be
classed (1 percent for every 100,000
bales or portion thereof above the base
of 12,500,000, limited to a maximum
adjustment of 15 percent). This
percentage factor amounts to a 35 cents
per bale reduction and was subtracted
from the 2002 base fee of $2.28 per bale,
resulting in a fee of $1.93 per bale.

With a fee of $1.93 per bale, the
projected operating reserve would be
51.3 percent. The Act specifies that the
Secretary shall not establish a fee
which, when combined with other
sources of revenue, will result in a
projected operating reserve of more than
25 percent. Accordingly, the fee of $1.93
must be reduced by 48 cents per bale,
to $1.45 per bale, to provide an ending
accumulated operating reserve for the
fiscal year of 25 percent of the projected
cost of operating the program. This
would establish the 2002 season fee at
$1.45 per bale.

Accordingly, § 28.909, paragraph (b)
would be revised to reflect the increase
of the HVI classification fee from $1.35
to $1.45 per bale.

As provided for in the Uniform Cotton
Classing Fees Act of 1987, as amended,
a 5 cent per bale discount would
continue to be applied to voluntary
centralized billing and collecting agents
as specified in § 28.909 (c).

Growers or their designated agents
receiving classification data would
continue to incur no additional fees if
only one method of receiving

classification data was requested. The
fee for each additional method of
receiving classification data in § 28.910
would remain at 5 cents per bale.
Computer punched cards would be
eliminated as an optional method of
disseminating classing data to producers
for the 2002 and subsequent crops
because there is an insufficient demand
for the use of this method. Accordingly,
this change would be reflected in
§28.910 (a). The fee in § 28.910 (b) for
an owner receiving classification data
from the central database would remain
at 5 cents per bale, and the minimum
charge of $5.00 for services provided per
monthly billing period would remain
the same. The provisions of § 28.910 (c)
concerning the fee for new classification
memoranda issued from the central
database for the business convenience of
an owner without reclassification of the
cotton will remain the same.

The fee for review classification in
§28.911 would be increased from $1.35
to $1.45 per bale.

The fee for returning samples after
classification in §28.911 would remain
at 40 cents per sample.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 28

Administrative practice and
procedure, Gotton, Cotton samples,
Grades, Market news, Reporting and
record keeping requirements, Standards,
Staples, Testing, Warehouses.

For the reasons set forth in the

preamble, 7 CFR Part 28 is amended as
follows:

PART 28—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
Part 28, Subpart D, continues to read as
follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 471-476.

2.In §28.909, paragraph (b) is revised
to read as follows:

§28.909 Costs.

* * * * *

(b) The cost of High Volume
Instrument (HVI) cotton classification

service to producers is $1.45 per bale.
* * * * *

3.In §28.910, paragraph (a) (3) is
removed:

4. In §28.911, the last sentence of
paragraph (a) is revised to read as
follows:

§28.911 Review classification.

(a) * * * The fee for review
classification is $1.45 per bale.
* * * * *

Dated: May 21, 2002.
Kenneth C. Clayton,

Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.

[FR Doc. 02-13230 Filed 5-22—-02; 2:06 pm]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. CE184; Special Condition 23—
118-SC]

Special Conditions; Avidyne
Corporation on the Cirrus Design
Corporation Model SR20/SR22;
Protection of Systems for High
Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued to Avidyne Corporation, 55 Old
Bedford Road, Lincoln, Massachusetts,
01773 for a Supplemental Type
Certificate for the Cirrus Design
Corporation SR20/SR22 airplane. This
airplane will have novel and unusual
design features when compared to the
state of technology envisaged in the
applicable airworthiness standards.
These novel and unusual design
features include the installation of an
electronic flight instrument system
(EFIS) display Model 700-00006—XXX—
() manufactured by Avidyne
Corporation for which the applicable
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate airworthiness standards for
the protection of these systems from the
effects of high intensity radiated fields
(HIRF). These special conditions
contain the additional safety standards
that the Administrator considers
necessary to establish a level of safety
equivalent to the airworthiness
standards applicable to this airplane.
DATES: The effective date of these
special conditions is May 7, 2002.
Comments must be received on or
before June 24, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
in duplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Regional Counsel,
ACE-7, Attention: Rules Docket Clerk,
Docket No. CE184, Room 506, 901
Locust, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. All
comments must be marked: Docket No.
CE184. Comments may be inspected in
the Rules Docket weekdays, except
Federal holidays, between 7:30 a.m. and
4 p.m.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ervin Dvorak, Aerospace Engineer,
Standards Office (ACE-110), Small
Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 901 Locust, Room 301,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; telephone
(816) 329-4123.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined that notice and
opportunity for prior public comment
hereon are impracticable because these
procedures would significantly delay
issuance of the approval design and
thus delivery of the affected aircraft. In
addition, the substance of these special
conditions has been subject to the
public comment process in several prior
instances with no substantive comments
received. The FAA, therefore, finds that
good cause exists for making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
submit such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the
Administrator. The special conditions
may be changed in light of the
comments received. All comments
received will be available in the Rules
Docket for examination by interested
persons, both before and after the
closing date for comments. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with FAA personnel concerning
this rulemaking will be filed in the
docket. Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this action
must include a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. CE184.” The postcard will
be date stamped and returned to the
commenter.

Background

On April 20, 2001, Avidyne
Corporation, 55 Old Bedford Road,
Lincoln, Massachusetts, 01773, made an
application to the FAA for a new
Supplemental Type Certificate for the
Cirrus Design Corporation Models
SR20/SR22 airplanes. The Cirrus SR20/
SR22 are currently approved under TC
No. A00009CH. The proposed
modification incorporates a novel or
unusual design feature, such as digital
avionics consisting of an EFIS, that is
vulnerable to HIRF external to the
airplane.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR part
21, §21.101, Avidyne Corporation must
show that the Cirrus SR20/SR22 aircraft
meet the following provisions, or the
applicable regulations in effect on the
date of application for the change to the
Cirrus SR20/SR22.

Model SR20: Part 23 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations effective February
1, 1965, as amended by 23—-1 through
23-47, except as follows: 14 CFR part
23,§§23.573, 23.575, 23.611, 23.657,
23.673 through Amendment 23-48; 14
CFR §§23.783, 23.785, 23.867, 23.1303,
23.1307, 23.1309, 23.1311, 23.1321,
23.1323, 23.1329, 23,1361, 23.1383,
23.1401, 23.1431, 23.1435 through
Amendment 23-49; 14 CFR part 23,
§§23.3, 23.25, 23.143, 23.145, 23.155,
23.1325, 23.1521, 23.1543, 23.1555,
23.1559, 23.1567, 23.1583, 23.1585,
23.1589 through Amendment 23-50; 14
CFR part 23, §§23.777, 23.779, 23.901,
23.907, 23.955, 23.959, 23.963, 23.965,
23.973, 23.975, 23.1041, 23.1091,
23.1093, 23.1107, 23.1121, 23.1141,
23.1143, 23.1181, 23.1191, 23.1337
through Amendment 23-51; 14 CFR part
23, § 23.1305 through Amendment 23—
52.

Model SR22: Part 23 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations effective February
1, 1965, as amended by 23—1 through
23-53, except as follows: § 23.301
through Amendment 47; §§ 23.855,
23.1326, 23.1359, not applicable. 14
CFR part 36 dated December 1, 1969, as
amended by current amendment as of
the date of type certification.

Equivalent Levels of Safety finding
(ACE-96-5) made per the provisions of
14 CFR part 23, § 23.221; Refer to FAA
ELOS letter dated June 10, 1998 for
models SR20, SR22. Equivalent Levels
of Safety finding (ACE—00-09) made per
the provisions of 14 CFR part 23,
§§23.1143(g) and 23.1147(b); Refer to
FAA ELOS letter dated September 11,
2000, for model SR22. Equivalent Levels
of Safety finding (ACE-01-01) made per
the provisions of 14 CFR part 23,
§§23.1143(g) and 23.1147(b); Refer to
FAA ELOS letter dated February 14,
2000, for model SR20.

Special Condition (23—ACE-88) for
ballistic parachute; Refer to FAA letter
November 25, 1997, for models SR20,
SR22.

Discussion

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness standards do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards because of novel or
unusual design features of an airplane,
special conditions are prescribed under
the provisions of § 21.16.

Special conditions, as appropriate, as
defined in § 11.19, are issued in
accordance with § 11.38 after public
notice and become part of the type
certification basis in accordance with 14
CFR part 21 §21.101.

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the applicant apply
for a supplemental type certificate to
modify any other model already
included on the same type certificate to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, the special conditions
would also apply to the other model
under the provisions of § 21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

Carpenter Avionics Inc. plans to
incorporate certain novel and unusual
design features into an airplane for
which the airworthiness standards do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards for protection from the
effects of HIRF. These features include
EFIS, which are susceptible to the HIRF
environment, that were not envisaged
by the existing regulations for this type
of airplane.

Protection of Systems From High
Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

Recent advances in technology have
given rise to the application in aircraft
designs of advanced electrical and
electronic systems that perform
functions required for continued safe
flight and landing. Due to the use of
sensitive solid state advanced
components in analog and digital
electronics circuits, these advanced
systems are readily responsive to the
transient effects of induced electrical
current and voltage caused by the HIRF.
The HIRF can degrade electronic
systems performance by damaging
components or upsetting system
functions.

Furthermore, the HIRF environment
has undergone a transformation that was
not foreseen when the current
requirements were developed. Higher
energy levels are radiated from
transmitters that are used for radar,
radio, and television. Also, the number
of transmitters has increased
significantly. There is also uncertainty
concerning the effectiveness of airframe
shielding for HIRF. Furthermore,
coupling to cockpit-installed equipment
through the cockpit window apertures is
undefined.

The combined effect of the
technological advances in airplane
design and the changing environment
has resulted in an increased level of
vulnerability of electrical and electronic
systems required for the continued safe
flight and landing of the airplane.
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Effective measures against the effects of
exposure to HIRF must be provided by
the design and installation of these
systems. The accepted maximum energy
levels in which civilian airplane system
installations must be capable of
operating safely are based on surveys
and analysis of existing radio frequency
emitters. These special conditions
require that the airplane be evaluated
under these energy levels for the
protection of the electronic system and
its associated wiring harness. These
external threat levels, which are lower
than previous required values, are
believed to represent the worst case to
which an airplane would be exposed in
the operating environment.

These special conditions require
qualification of systems that perform
critical functions, as installed in aircraft,
to the defined HIRF environment in
paragraph 1 or, as an option to a fixed
value using laboratory tests, in
paragraph 2, as follows:

(1) The applicant may demonstrate
that the operation and operational
capability of the installed electrical and
electronic systems that perform critical
functions are not adversely affected
when the aircraft is exposed to the HIRF
environment defined below:

Field strength (volts
Frequency per meter)

Peak Average
10 kHz-100 kHz ....... 50 50
100 kHz-500 kHz ..... 50 50
500 kHz-2 MHz ........ 50 50
2 MHz-30 MHz ......... 100 100
30 MHz-70 MHz ....... 50 50
70 MHz-100 MHz ..... 50 50
100 MHz-200 MHz ... 100 100
200 MHz-400 MHz ... 100 100
400 MHz-700 MHz ... 700 50
700 MHz-1 GHz ....... 700 100
1 GHz-2 GHz 2000 200
2 GHz—4 GHz ... 3000 200
4 GHz—6 GHz ........... 3000 200
6 GHz—8 GHz ........... 1000 200
8 GHz-12 GHz ......... 3000 300
12 GHz-18 GHz ....... 2000 200
18 GHz—-40 GHz ....... 600 200

The field strengths are expressed in terms
of peak root-mean-square (rms) values over
the complete modulation period.
or,

(2) The applicant may demonstrate by
a system test and analysis that the
electrical and electronic systems that
perform critical functions can withstand
a minimum threat of 100 volts rms per
meter, electrical field strength, from 10
kHz to 18 GHz. When using this test to
show compliance with the HIRF
requirements, no credit is given for
signal attenuation due to installation.

A preliminary hazard analysis must
be performed by the applicant, for

approval by the FAA, to identify either
electrical or electronic systems that
perform critical functions. The term
“‘critical” means those functions whose
failure would contribute to, or cause, a
failure condition that would prevent the
continued safe flight and landing of the
airplane. The systems identified by the
hazard analysis that perform critical
functions are candidates for the
application of HIRF requirements. A
system may perform both critical and
non-critical functions. Primary
electronic flight display systems, and
their associated components, perform
critical functions such as attitude,
altitude, and airspeed indication. The
HIRF requirements apply only to critical
functions.

Compliance with HIRF requirements
may be demonstrated by tests, analysis,
models, similarity with existing
systems, or any combination of these.
Service experience alone is not
acceptable since normal flight
operations may not include an exposure
to the HIRF environment. Reliance on a
system with similar design features for
redundancy as a means of protection
against the effects of external HIRF is
generally insufficient since all elements
of a redundant system are likely to be
exposed to the fields concurrently.
Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to Cirrus
Design Corporation SR20/SR22
airplanes. Should Avidyne Corporation
apply at a later date for a supplemental
type certificate to modify any other
model on the same type certificate to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, the special conditions
would apply to that model as well
under the provisions of § 21.101.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on one model
of airplane. It is not a rule of general
applicability and affects only the
applicant who applied to the FAA for
approval of these features on the
airplane.

The substance of these special
conditions has been subjected to the
notice and comment period in several
prior instances and has been derived
without substantive change from those
previously issued. It is unlikely that
prior public comment would result in a
significant change from the substance
contained herein. For this reason, and
because a delay would significantly
affect the certification of the airplane,
which is imminent, the FAA has
determined that prior public notice and
comment are unnecessary and

impracticable, and good cause exists for
adopting these special conditions upon
issuance. The FAA is requesting
comments to allow interested persons to
submit views that may not have been
submitted in response to the prior
opportunities for comment described
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and
symbols.

Citation

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113 and
44701; 14 CFR part 21, §21.16 and §21.101;
and 14 CFR 11.38 and 11.19.

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the type
certification basis for Cirrus Design
Corporation SR20/SR22 airplanes
modified by Avidyne Corporation to
add an EFIS.

1. Protection of Electrical and
Electronic Systems from High Intensity
Radiated Fields (HIRF). Each system
that performs critical functions must be
designed and installed to ensure that the
operations, and operational capabilities
of these systems to perform critical
functions, are not adversely affected
when the airplane is exposed to high
intensity radiated electromagnetic fields
external to the airplane.

2. For the purpose of these special
conditions, the following definition
applies: Critical Functions: Functions
whose failure would contribute to, or
cause, a failure condition that would
prevent the continued safe flight and
landing of the airplane.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on May 7,
2002.

Dorenda D. Baker,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 02—-13131 Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am]|

BILLING CODE 4910-13-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 23

[Docket No. CE183, Special Condition 23—
117-SC]

Special Conditions; S-TEC
Corporation Mirage PA-46-350P With
Single Sided EFIS Protection of
Systems for High Intensity Radiated
Fields (HIRF)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued to S—-TEC Corporation, One S—
TEC Way, Mineral Wells TX 76067 for
a Supplemental Type Certificate for a
single sided Electronic Flight
Instrument System (EFIS) installed in
the Mirage PA—-46—-350P airplane. This
airplane will have novel and unusual
design features when compared to the
state of technology envisaged in the
applicable airworthiness standards.
These novel and unusual design
features include the installation of
electronic flight instrument system
(EFIS) “Magic” display manufactured
by Meggitt for which the applicable
regulations do not contain adequate or
appropriate airworthiness standards for
the protection of these systems from the
effects of high intensity radiated fields
(HIRF). These special conditions
contain the additional safety standards
that the Administrator considers
necessary to establish a level of safety
equivalent to the airworthiness
standards applicable to this airplane.
DATES: The effective date of these
special conditions is May 7, 2002.
Comments must be received on or
before June 24, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
in duplicate to: Federal Aviation
Administration, Regional Counsel,
ACE-7, Attention: Rules Docket Clerk,
Docket No. CE183, Room 506, 901
Locust, Kansas Gity, Missouri 64106. All
comments must be marked: Docket No.
CE183. Comments may be inspected in
the Rules Docket weekdays, except
Federal holidays, between 7:30 a.m. and
4:00 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ervin Dvorak, Aerospace Engineer,
Standards Office (ACE-110), Small
Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 901 Locust, Room 301,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; telephone
(816) 329-4123.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined that notice and
opportunity for prior public comment
hereon are impracticable because these
procedures would significantly delay
issuance of the approval design and
thus delivery of the affected aircraft. In
addition, the substance of these special
conditions has been subject to the
public comment process in several prior
instances with no substantive comments
received. The FAA, therefore, finds that
good cause exists for making these
special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
submit such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the
Administrator. The special conditions
may be changed in light of the
comments received. All comments
received will be available in the Rules
Docket for examination by interested
persons, both before and after the
closing date for comments. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with FAA personnel concerning
this rulemaking will be filed in the
docket. Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this action
must include a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. CE183.” The postcard will
be date stamped and returned to the
commenter.

Background

On March 12, 2001, S-TEC
Corporation, One S-TEC Way, Mineral
Wells, TX 76067 made an application
for a supplementary Type Certificate for
a single sided EFIS installed in the Piper
Mirage PA—46-350P airplane. The Piper
Mirage PA—46-350P airplane is
currently approved under TC No.
A25S0. The modification incorporates a
novel or unusual design feature, such as
digital avionics consisting of an EFIS,
that is vulnerable to HIRF external to
the airplane.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR part
21, §21.101, S-TEC Corporation, One
S-TEC Way, Mineral Wells, TX 76067
must show that the single-sided EFIS
installed in the Piper Mirage PA46—
350P airplane meets the following
provisions, or the applicable regulations

in effect on the date of application for
the change to the Mirage PA—46—-350P.

14 CFR part 23, effective February 1,
1965, as amended by Amendment 23—
25, effective March 6, 1980: FAR
25.783(e) as amended by Amendment
25-54, effective October 14, 1980; 14
CFR part 25, § 25.831(c) and (d) as
amended by Amendment 25-41,
effective September 1, 1977, and 14 CFR
part 36, Appendix F through
Amendment 36-15, effective May 6,
1988, when equipped with a 2-bladed
propeller or 14 CFR part 36, Appendix
G through Amendment 36-16, effective
December 18, 1988, when equipped
with optional 3-blade propeller; Special
Conditions No. 23—-ACE-53, Docket No.
082CE; 14 CFR part 23, §§23.1309 and
23.1311 as amended by Amendment 49;
and the special conditions adopted by
this rule making action.

Discussion

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness standards do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards because of novel or
unusual design features of an airplane,
special conditions are prescribed under
the provisions of § 21.16.

Special conditions, as appropriate, as
defined in § 11.19, are issued in
accordance with § 11.38 after public
notice and become part of the type
certification basis in accordance with
§21.101.

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the applicant apply
for a supplemental type certificate to
modify any other model already
included on the same type certificate to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, the special conditions
would also apply to the other model
under the provisions of § 21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

S—TEC plans to incorporate certain
novel and unusual design features into
an airplane for which the airworthiness
standards do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards for
protection from the effects of HIRF.
These features include EFIS, which are
susceptible to the HIRF environment,
that were not envisaged by the existing
regulations for this type of airplane.

Protection of Systems From High
Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

Recent advances in technology have
given rise to the application in aircraft
designs of advanced electrical and
electronic systems that perform
functions required for continued safe
flight and landing. Due to the use of
sensitive solid state advanced
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components in analog and digital
electronics circuits, these advanced
systems are readily responsive to the
transient effects of induced electrical
current and voltage caused by the HIRF.
The HIRF can degrade electronic
systems performance by damaging
components or upsetting system
functions.

Furthermore, the HIRF environment
has undergone a transformation that was
not foreseen when the current
requirements were developed. Higher
energy levels are radiated from
transmitters that are used for radar,
radio, and television. Also, the number
of transmitters has increased
significantly. There is also uncertainty
concerning the effectiveness of airframe
shielding for HIRF. Furthermore,
coupling to cockpit-installed equipment
through the cockpit window apertures is
undefined.

The combined effect of the
technological advances in airplane
design and the changing environment
has resulted in an increased level of
vulnerability of electrical and electronic
systems required for the continued safe
flight and landing of the airplane.
Effective measures against the effects of
exposure to HIRF must be provided by
the design and installation of these
systems. The accepted maximum energy
levels in which civilian airplane system
installations must be capable of
operating safely are based on surveys
and analysis of existing radio frequency
emitters. These special conditions
require that the airplane be evaluated
under these energy levels for the
protection of the electronic system and
its associated wiring harness. These
external threat levels, which are lower
than previous required values, are
believed to represent the worst case to
which an airplane would be exposed in
the operating environment.

These special conditions require
qualification of systems that perform
critical functions, as installed in aircraft,
to the defined HIRF environment in
paragraph 1 or, as an option to a fixed
value using laboratory tests, in
paragraph 2, as follows:

(1) The applicant may demonstrate
that the operation and operational
capability of the installed electrical and
electronic systems that perform critical
functions are not adversely affected
when the aircraft is exposed to the HIRF
environment defined below:

Field strength (volts
Frequency per meter)
Peak Average
10 kHz-100 kHz ....... 50 50
100 kHz-500 kHz ..... 50 50

Field strength (volts
Frequency per meter)

Peak Average
500 kHz—2 MHz ........ 50 50
2 MHz-30 MHz ......... 100 100
30 MHz-70 MHz ....... 50 50
70 MHz-100 MHz ..... 50 50
100 MHz-200 MHz ... 100 100
200 MHz—-400 MHz ... 100 100
400 MHz-700 MHz ... 700 50
700 MHz-1 GHz ....... 700 100
1 GHz-2 GHz ........... 2000 200
2 GHz-4 GHz ........... 3000 200
4 GHz-6 GHz ........... 3000 200
6 GHz-8 GHz ........... 1000 200
8 GHz-12 GHz ......... 3000 300
12 GHz-18 GHz ....... 2000 200
18 GHz-40 GHz ....... 600 200

The field strengths are expressed in terms
of peak root-mean-square (rms) values.

or,

(2) The applicant may demonstrate by
a system test and analysis that the
electrical and electronic systems that
perform critical functions can withstand
a minimum threat of 100 volts per
meter, electrical field strength, from 10
kHz to 18 GHz. When using this test to
show compliance with the HIRF
requirements, no credit is given for
signal attenuation due to installation.

A preliminary hazard analysis must
be performed by the applicant, for
approval by the FAA, to identify either
electrical or electronic systems that
perform critical functions. The term
“‘critical” means those functions whose
failure would contribute to, or cause, a
failure condition that would prevent the
continued safe flight and landing of the
airplane. The systems identified by the
hazard analysis that perform critical
functions are candidates for the
application of HIRF requirements. A
system may perform both critical and
non-critical functions. Primary
electronic flight display systems, and
their associated components, perform
critical functions such as attitude,
altitude, and airspeed indication. The
HIRF requirements apply only to critical
functions.

Compliance with HIRF requirements
may be demonstrated by tests, analysis,
models, similarity with existing
systems, or any combination of these.
Service experience alone is not
acceptable since normal flight
operations may not include an exposure
to the HIRF environment. Reliance on a
system with similar design features for
redundancy as a means of protection
against the effects of external HIRF is
generally insufficient since all elements
of a redundant system are likely to be
exposed to the fields concurrently.

Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to Piper
Mirage PA-46-350P. Should S-TEC
apply at a later date for a supplemental
type certificate to modify any other
model on the same type certificate to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, the special conditions
would apply to that model as well
under the provisions of § 21.101.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on one model
of airplane. It is not a rule of general
applicability and affects only the
applicant who applied to the FAA for
approval of these features on the
airplane.

The substance of these special
conditions has been subjected to the
notice and comment period in several
prior instances and has been derived
without substantive change from those
previously issued. It is unlikely that
prior public comment would result in a
significant change from the substance
contained herein. For this reason, and
because a delay would significantly
affect the certification of the airplane,
which is imminent, the FAA has
determined that prior public notice and
comment are unnecessary and
impracticable, and good cause exists for
adopting these special conditions upon
issuance. The FAA is requesting
comments to allow interested persons to
submit views that may not have been
submitted in response to the prior
opportunities for comment described
above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 23

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Signs and
symbols.

Citation

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113 and
44701; 14 CFR 21.16 and 21.17; and 14 CFR
11.38 and 11.19

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the type
certification basis for Piper Mirage PA—
46-350P airplane modified by S-TEC
Corporation to add an EFIS.

1. Protection of Electrical and
Electronic Systems from High Intensity
Radiated Fields (HIRF). Each system
that performs critical functions must be
designed and installed to ensure that the
operations, and operational capabilities
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of these systems to perform critical
functions, are not adversely affected
when the airplane is exposed to high
intensity radiated electromagnetic fields
external to the airplane.

2. For the purpose of these special
conditions, the following definition
applies: Critical Functions: Functions
whose failure would contribute to, or
cause, a failure condition that would
prevent the continued safe flight and
landing of the airplane.

Issued in Kansas Gity, Missouri on May 7,
2002.

Dorenda D. Baker,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 02—-13133 Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 25

[Docket No. NM221, Special Conditions No.
25-203-SC]

Special Conditions: Israel Aircraft
Industries (IAl) Model 1124 Airplane;
High-Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued Israel Aircraft Industries (IAI)
Model 1124 airplanes modified by
Duncan Aviation, Inc. These modified
airplanes will have novel and unusual
design features when compared to the
state of technology envisioned in the
airworthiness standards for transport
category airplanes. The modification
incorporates the installation of an air
data display unit that displays critical
flight parameters to the flightcrew. The
applicable airworthiness standards do
not contain adequate or appropriate
safety standards for the protection of
these systems from the effects of high-
intensity radiated fields. The special
conditions contain the additional safety
standards that the Administrator
considers necessary to establish a level
of safety equivalent to that provided by
the existing airworthiness standards.
DATES: The effective date of these
special conditions is May 16, 2002.
Comments must be received on or
before June 24, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Comments on these special
conditions may be mailed in duplicate
to: Federal Aviation Administration,
Transport Airplane Directorate, Attn:

Rules Docket (ANM-113), Docket No.
NM221, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, Washington, 98055—4056; or
delivered in duplicate to the Transport
Airplane Directorate at the above
address. Comments must be marked:
Docket No. NM221. Comments may be
inspected in the Rules Docket
weekdays, except Federal holidays,
between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Meghan Gordon, FAA, Standardization
Branch, ANM-113, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification
Service, 1601 Lind Avenue SW.,
Renton, Washington, 98055—-4056;
telephone (425) 227-2138; facsimile
(425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
has determined that notice and
opportunity for prior public comment
hereon are impracticable because these
procedures would significantly delay
issuance of the approval design and
thus delivery of the affected airplanes.
In addition, the substance of these
special conditions has been subject to
the public comment process in several
prior instances with no substantive
comments received. The FAA therefore
finds that good cause exists for making
these special conditions effective upon
issuance.

Comments Invited

The FAA invites interested persons to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting written comments, data, or
views. The most helpful comments
reference a specific portion of the
special conditions, explain the reason
for any recommended change, and
include supporting data. We ask that
you send us two copies of written
comments.

We will file in the docket all
comments we receive, as well as a
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerning these special conditions.
The docket is available for public
inspection before and after the comment
closing date. If you wish to review the
docket in person, go to the address in
the ADDRESSES section of this preamble
between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday

through Friday, except Federal holidays.

We will consider all comments we
receive on or before the closing date for
comments. We will consider comments
filed late if it is possible to do so
without incurring expense or delay. We
may change these special conditions in
light of the comments we receive.

If you want the FAA to acknowledge
receipt of your comments on this
proposal, include with your comments
a pre-addressed, stamped postcard on

which the docket number appears. We
will stamp the date on the postcard and
mail it back to you.

Background

On April 12, 2002, Duncan Aviation,
Inc., 15745 South Airport Road, Battle
Creek, MI, 49015, applied for a
supplemental type certificate (STC) to
modify the Israel Aircraft Industries
(IAI) Model 1124 airplane listed on
Type Certificate No. A2SW. The Model
1124 is a twin engine, small transport
airplane. It is capable of carrying two
flightcrew members and up to ten
passengers. The modification
incorporates the installation of an air
data display system. The air data
display system displays critical flight
parameters to the flightcrew. These
systems can be susceptible to disruption
to command and/or response signals as
a result of electrical and magnetic
interference. This disruption of signals
could result in loss of all critical flight
displays and announcement functions
or present misleading information to the
pilot.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of 14 CFR
21.101, Duncan Aviation must show
that the Israel Aircraft Industries Model
1124 airplanes, as changed, continue to
meet the applicable provisions of the
regulations incorporated by reference in
Type Certificate No. A2SW, or the
applicable regulations in effect on the
date of application for the change. The
regulations incorporated by reference in
the type certificate are commonly
referred to as the ““original type
certification basis.” The certification
basis for the modified Israel Aircraft
Industries Model 1124 airplane includes
Civil Aviation Regulations (CAR) 4b,
effective 31 December 1953, including
amendments through 4b-11, 4b—12,
paragraphs 4b.132(e), 4b.151(a), 4b.155,
4b.156, 4b.157, 4b.158, 4b.160, 4b.162,
4b.191, 4b.210(b)(5), 4b.603(k), 4b.711,
and paragraphs pertaining to engine fire
shielding 14 CFR part 25, dated
February 1, 1965, including
Amendments 25-1 through 25-20, as
listed in the Type Certificate Data Sheet
(TCDS) No. A2SW.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., part 25, as amended) do not
contain adequate or appropriate safety
standards for the Israel Aircraft
Industries Model 1124 airplane because
of a novel or unusual design feature,
special conditions are prescribed under
the provisions of § 21.16.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the Model 1124 airplane
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must comply with the part 25 fuel vent
and exhaust emission requirements of
14 CFR part 34 and the part 25 noise
certification requirements of 14 CFR
part 36.

Special conditions, as defined in
§11.19, are issued in accordance with
§ 11.38 and become part of the type
certification basis in accordance with
§21.101(b)(2).

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should Duncan Aviation,
Inc. apply for a supplemental type
certificate to modify any other model
included on the same type certificate to
incorporate the same novel or unusual
design feature, these special conditions
would also apply to the other model
under the provisions of § 21.101(a)(1).

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The Israel Aircraft Industries Model
1124 airplane will incorporate an air
data display unit that displays critical
flight parameters to the flightcrew.
These systems can be susceptible to
disruption to command and/or response
signals as a result of electrical and
magnetic interference. This disruption
of signals could result in loss of all
critical flight displays and
announcement functions or present
misleading information to the pilot. The
current airworthiness standards (14 CFR
part 25) do not contain adequate or
appropriate safety standards that
address protecting this equipment from
the adverse effects of HIRF.
Accordingly, these instruments are
considered to be a novel or unusual
design feature.

Discussion

There is no specific regulation that
addresses protection requirements for
electrical and electronic systems from
HIRF. Increased power levels from
ground-based radio transmitters and the
growing use of sensitive avionic/
electronic and electrical systems to
command and control airplanes have
made it necessary to provide adequate
protection.

To ensure that a level of safety is
achieved equivalent to that intended by
the regulations incorporated by
reference, special conditions are needed
for the Israel Aircraft Industries Model
1124, as modified by Duncan Aviation,
Inc. These special conditions require
that new avionic/electronic and
electrical systems such as the air data
display unit, which perform critical
functions, be designed and installed to
preclude component damage and
interruption of function due to both the
direct and indirect effects of HIRF.

High-Intensity Radiated Fields (HIRF)

With the trend toward increased
power levels from ground-based
transmitters, plus the advent of space
and satellite communications, coupled
with electronic command and control of
the airplane, the immunity of critical
digital avionics systems to HIRF must be
established.

It is not possible to precisely define
the HIRF to which the airplane will be
exposed in service. There is also
uncertainty concerning the effectiveness
of airframe shielding for HIRF.
Furthermore, coupling of
electromagnetic energy to cockpit-
installed equipment through the cockpit
window apertures is undefined. Based
on surveys and analysis of existing HIRF
emitters, an adequate level of protection
exists when compliance with the HIRF
protection special condition is shown
with either paragraph 1 OR paragraph 2,
below:

1. A minimum threat of 100 volts rms
per meter electric field strength from 10
KHz to 18 GHz.

a. The threat must be applied to the
system elements and their associated
wiring harnesses without the benefit of
airframe shielding.

b. Demonstration of this level of
protection is established through system
tests and analysis.

2. A threat external to the airframe of
the field strengths indicated in the table
below for the frequency ranges
indicated. Both peak and average field
strength components from the table
below are to be demonstrated.

TABLE 1
Field strength (volts
Frequency per meter)

Peak Average
10 kHz-100 kHz ....... 50 50
100 kHz-500 kHz ..... 50 50
500 kHz-2 MHz ........ 50 50
2 MHz-30 MHz ......... 100 100
30 MHz-70 MHz ....... 50 50
70 MHz-100 MHz ..... 50 50
100 MHz-200 MHz ... 100 100
200 MHz-400 MHz ... 100 100
400MHz-700 MHz .... 700 50
700 MHz-1 GHz ....... 700 100
1 GHz-2 GHz ........... 2000 200
2 GHz-4 GHz ........... 3000 200
4 GHz—6 GHz ........... 3000 200
6 GHz-8 GHz ........... 1000 200
8 GHz-12 GHz ......... 3000 300
12 GHz-18 GHz ....... 2000 200
18 GHz-40 GHz ....... 600 200

The field strengths are expressed in terms
of peak of the root-mean-square (rms) over
the complete modulation period.

The threat levels identified above are
the result of an FAA review of existing

studies on the subject of HIRF, in light
of the ongoing work of the
Electromagnetic Effects Harmonization
Working Group of the Aviation
Rulemaking Advisory Committee.
Applicability

As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to the Israel
Aircraft Industries Model 1124 airplane
modified by Duncan Aviation, Inc. to
include the air data display unit. Should
Duncan apply at a later date for a
supplemental type certificate to modify
any other model included on the same
type certificate to incorporate the same
novel or unusual design feature, these
special conditions would apply to that
model as well under the provisions of
§21.101(a)(1).

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features on Israel
Aircraft Industries Model 1124 airplanes
modified by Duncan Aviation, Inc. It is
not a rule of general applicability and
affects only the applicant who applied
to the FAA for approval of these features
on the airplane.

The substance of the special
conditions for this airplane has been
subjected to the notice and comment
period in several prior instances and has
been derived without substantive
change from those previously issued. It
is unlikely that prior public comment
would result in a significant change
from the substance contained herein.
For this reason, and because a delay
would significantly affect the
certification of the airplane, which is
imminent, the FAA has determined that
prior public notice and comment are
unnecessary and impracticable, and
good cause exists for adopting these
special conditions upon issuance. The
FAA is requesting comments to allow
interested persons to submit views that
may not have been submitted in
response to the prior opportunities for
comment described above.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 25

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,
44702, 44704.

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the type
certification basis for Israel Aircraft
Industries Model 1124 airplanes
modified by Duncan Aviation, Inc.
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1. Protection from Unwanted Effects
of High-Intensity Radiated Fields
(HIRF). Each electrical and electronic
system that performs critical functions
must be designed and installed to
ensure that the operation and
operational capability of these systems
to perform critical functions are not
adversely affected when the airplane is
exposed to high intensity radiated
fields.

2. For the purpose of these special
conditions, the following definition
applies:

Critical Functions: Functions whose
failure would contribute to or cause a
failure condition that would prevent the
continued safe flight and landing of the
airplane.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on May 16,
2002.

Linda Navarro,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 02—13132 Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2001-CE-32—-AD; Amendment
39-12759; AD 2002-10-13]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Raytheon

Aircraft Company Model 58P, 60, A60,
B60, and 65-88 Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain Raytheon Aircraft
Company (Raytheon) Model 58P, 60,
A60, B60, and 65—88 airplanes. This AD
requires you to install new exterior
operating instruction placards for the
exit doors. This AD is the result of
Raytheon improving the visibility and
understandability of the door operating
instruction placards. This was done as
a result of difficulty opening the

emergency exits of a similar type design
airplane. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to assure that clear and
complete operating instructions are
visible for opening the emergency exit
doors. If not visible and understandable,
this could result in the inability to open
the exit door during an emergency
situation.

DATES: This AD becomes effective on
July 8, 2002.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of July 8, 2002.

ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
Raytheon Aircraft Company, P.O. Box
85, Wichita, Kansas 67201-0085;
telephone: (800) 429-5372 or (316) 676—
3140. You may view this information at
the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Central Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2001-CE-32—AD, 901
Locust, Room 506, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven E. Potter, Aerospace Engineer,
FAA, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, 1801 Airport Road, Mid-
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209; telephone: (316) 946—4124;
facsimile: (316) 946—4407.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion
What Events Have Caused This AD?

The FAA believes that the
instructions for opening the exit doors
are either not visible or not easy to
understand on Raytheon Model 58P, 60,
A60, B60, and 65—88 airplanes. This is
based on an accident involving a similar
type design airplane that resulted in the
issuance of AD 97-04—-02. AD 97—-04—-02
was later superseded by AD 98-21-20 to
incorporate more visible and
understandable instructions.

What Is the Potential Impact if FAA
Took No Action?

If the exterior door operating
instruction placards are not visible and

understandable, this could result in the
inability to open the exit doors during
an emergency situation.

Has FAA Taken Any Action to This
Point?

We issued a proposal to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) to include an AD that
would apply to certain Raytheon Model
58P, 60, A60, B60, and 65—88 airplanes.
This proposal was published in the
Federal Register as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on January 14, 2002
(67 FR 1670). The NPRM proposed to
require you to install new exterior
operating instruction placards for the
exit doors.

Was the Public Invited to Comment?

The FAA encouraged interested
persons to participate in the making of
this amendment. We did not receive any
comments on the proposed rule or on
our determination of the cost to the
public.

FAA’s Determination

What Is FAA’s Final Determination on
This Issue?

After careful review of all available
information related to the subject
presented above, we have determined
that air safety and the public interest
require the adoption of the rule as
proposed except for minor editorial
corrections. We have determined that
these minor corrections:

e Provide the intent that was
proposed in the NPRM for correcting the
unsafe condition; and

* Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Cost Impact

How Many Airplanes Does This AD
Impact?

We estimate that this AD affects 850
airplanes in the U.S. registry.

What Is the Cost Impact of This AD on
Owners/Operators of the Affected
Airplanes?

We estimate the following costs to
accomplish the modification:

Labor cost

Parts cost

Total cost per airplane

Total cost on U.S.
operators

2 workhours x $60 per hour = $120. ........cc.c......

$120 + $40 = $160

$160 x 850 = $136,000.
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The manufacturer will provide
warranty credit for parts to the extent
noted under Material Information in
Raytheon Mandatory Service Bulletin
SB 11-3404, Issued: June, 2001.

Compliance Time of This AD

What Will Be the Compliance Time of
This AD?

The compliance time of this AD is
“within the next 100 hours time-in-
service (TIS) after the effective date of
this AD or within the next 12 calendar
months after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs first, unless
already accomplished.”

Why Is the Compliance Time of This AD
Presented in Both Hours TIS and
Calendar Time?

The unsafe condition on these
airplanes is not a result of the number
of times the airplane is operated.
Airplane operation varies among
operators. For example, one operator
may operate the airplane 50 hours TIS
in 3 months while it may take another
operator 12 months or more to
accumulate 50 hours TIS. For this
reason, the FAA has determined that the
compliance time of this AD should be
specified in both hours TIS and
calendar time in order to assure this
condition is not allowed to go
uncorrected over time.

Regulatory Impact

Does This AD Impact Various Entities?

The regulations adopted herein will
not have a substantial direct effect on

the States, on the relationship between
the national government and the States,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, it is
determined that this final rule does not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132.

Does This AD Involve a Significant Rule
or Regulatory Action?

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) is not a
“significant regulatory action”” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained by contacting the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the Federal Aviation Administration
amends part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. FAA amends § 39.13 by adding a
new AD to read as follows:

2002-10-13 Raytheon Aircraft Company:
Amendment 39-12759; Docket No.
2001-CE-32-AD.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects the following airplane
models and serial numbers that are
certificated in any category:

Model Serial numbers

58P i TJ-3 through TJ-497.

60 .o P-4 through P-122 and P-
124 through P-126.

ABO .............. P-123 and P-127 through P—
246.

B60 ..o P—-247 through P-596.

65-88 .......... LP-1 through LP-26, LP-28,
and LP-30 through LP-47.

(b) Who must comply with this AD?
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this
AD must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to assure that clear and complete operating
instructions are visible for opening the exit
doors. If not visible and understandable, this
could result in the inability to open the exit
door during an emergency situation.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

Modify the exterior door operating procedures
by installing the applicable placard as speci-
fied in the service bulletin.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service
(TIS) after July 8, 2002 (the effective date
of this AD) or within the next 12 calendar
months after July 8, 2002 (the effective
date of this AD), whichever occurs first, un-
less already accomplished.

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions section of Raytheon Aircraft Man-
datory Service Bulletin SB 11-3404, Issued:
June, 2001.

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other
way? You may use an alternative method of
compliance or adjust the compliance time if:

(1) Your alternative method of compliance
provides an equivalent level of safety; and

(2) The Manager, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Wichita ACO.

Note: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD,
regardless of whether it has been modified,
altered, or repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For airplanes that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must

request approval for an alternative method of
compliance in accordance with paragraph (e)
of this AD. The request should include an
assessment of the effect of the modification,
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD; and, if you have not
eliminated the unsafe condition, specific
actions you propose to address it.

(f) Where can I get information about any
already-approved alternative methods of
compliance? Contact Steven E. Potter,
Aerospace Engineer, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, FAA, 1801 Airport Road,
Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209; telephone: (316) 946—4124; facsimile:
(316) 946—4407.

(g) What if I need to fly the airplane to
another location to comply with this AD? The
FAA can issue a special flight permit under

sections 21.197 and 21.199 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197 and
21.199) to operate your airplane to a location
where you can accomplish the requirements
of this AD.

(h) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference? Actions required
by this AD must be done in accordance with
Raytheon Aircraft Mandatory Service
Bulletin SB 11-3404, Issued: June, 2001. The
Director of the Federal Register approved this
incorporation by reference under 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. You may get copies
from Raytheon Aircraft Company, P.O. Box
85, Wichita, Kansas 67201-0085. You may
view copies at the FAA, Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel, 901 Locust,
Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri, or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
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Capitol Street, NW, suite 700, Washington,
DC.

(i) When does this amendment become
effective? This amendment becomes effective
on July 8, 2002.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on May
16, 2002.

Terry L. Chasteen,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 02—12885 Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 97

[Docket No. 30309; Amdt. No. 3005]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, addition of
new obstacles, or changes in air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

Incorporation by reference-approved
by the Director of the Federal Register
on December 31, 1980, and reapproved
as of January 1, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA—
200), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscription—Copies of all SIAPs,
mailed once every 2 weeks, are for sale
by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald P. Pate, Flight Procedure
Standards Branch (AMCAFS-420),
Flight Technologies and Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd., Oklahoma City,
OK 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box,
25082 Oklahoma Gity, OK 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description of each SIAP is
contained in official FAA form
documents which are incorporated by
reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR part 51, and § 97.20
of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(FAR). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, and
8260—4, and 8260-5. Materials
incorporated by reference are available
for examination or purchase as stated
above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 is effective
upon publication of each separate SIAP
as contained in the transmittal. Some
SIAP amendments may have been

previously issued by the FAA in a
National Flight Data Center (NFDC)
Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) as an
emergency action of immediate flight
safety relating directly to published
aeronautical charts. The circumstances
which created the need for some SIAP
amendments may require making them
effective in less than 30 days. For the
remaining SIAPs, an effective date at
least 30 days after publication is
provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Procedures
(TERPS). In developing these SIAPs, the
TERPS criteria were applied to the
conditions existing or anticipated at the
affected airports. Because of the close
and immediate relationship between
these SIAPs and safety in air commerce,
I find that notice and public procedure
before adopting these SIAPs are
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest and, where applicable, that
good cause exists for making some
SIAPs effective no less than 30 days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Air traffic control, Airports,
Navigation (air).

Issued in Washington, DC on May 10,
2002.
James J. Ballough,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) is amended by establishing,
amending, suspending, or revoking
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures, effective at 0901 UTC on
the dates specified, as follows:
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PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

1. The authority citation for part 97 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120, 44701; and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).

8897.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33,
and 97.35 [Amended]

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

By amending: § 97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; § 97.25 LOC, LOC/DME,
LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME,;
§97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, ISMLS, MLS, MLS/DME,
MLS/RNAV; § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs;
§97.33 RNAV SIAPs; and §97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

* * * Effective June 13, 2002

Huntsville, AL, Madison Gounty Executive,
VOR/DME-B, Amdt 6

Huntsville, AL, Madison Gounty Executive,
GPS RWY 18, Orig, CANCELLED

Huntsville, AL, Madison Gounty Executive,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 18, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
VOR RWY 9R, Amdt 7D

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, ILS
RWY 11, Amdt 5

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, ILS
RWY 27R, Amdt 34

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, ILS
RWY 29, Amdt 24

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 9L, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 9R, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 11, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, GPS
RWY 11, Orig-A, CANCELLED

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 27L, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, GPS
RWY 27L, Orig, CANCELLED

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 27R, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl,
RNAV (GPS) RWY 29, Orig

Oakland, CA, Metropolitan Oakland Intl, GPS
RWY 29, Orig, CANCELLED

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, VOR
RWY 14, Amdt 26

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, NDB
RWY 5R, Amdt 2

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, NDB
RWY 23L, Amdt 2

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, NDB
RWY 32, Amdt 15

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
5L, Amdt 2

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
5R, Amdt 3

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
23L, Amdt 3

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
23R, Amdt 2

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 5L, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 5R, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 14, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 23L, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 23R, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 32, Orig

Norton, KS, Norton Muni, NDB OR GPS RWY
35, Amdt 2A, CANCELLED

Norton, KS, Norton Muni, NDB OR GPS RWY
17, Amdt 2A, CANCELLED

Omaha, NE, Eppley Airfield, ILS RWY 36,
Orig

Andrews, NC, Andrews-Murphy, RNAV
(GPS) RWY 8, Orig

Raleigh-Durham, NC, Raleigh-Durham Intl,
VOR RWY 32, Amdt 3B

Raleigh-Durham, NC, Raleigh-Durham Intl,
NDB RWY 5R, Amdt 20B

Ponca City, OK, Ponca City Muni, LOC RWY
17, Orig

* * * Effective August 8, 2002

Alabaster, AL Shelby County, NDB OR GPS
RWY 33, Orig, CANCELLED

Jacksonville, FL, Craig Muni, VOR/DME OR
GPS RWY 32, Amdt 1

Orlando, FL Orland Intl, GPS RWY 36L,
Amdt 1B

Sarasota (Bradenton), FL, Sarasota/Bradenton
Intl, RADAR-1, Amdt 6

Greenville, NC, Pitt-Greenville, VOR/DME
RNAV RWY 26, Amdt 3C, CANCELLED

Dallas-Fort Worth, TX, Dallas-Fort Worth
Intl, VOR RWY 13, Amdt 1

Note: The FAA published the following
amendments in Docket No. 30304, Amdt. No.
3001 to Part 97 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (67 FR 19667-19669; dated April
23, 2002) under section 97.27 effective 13
June 2002, which are hereby rescinded:
Grant, NE, Grant Muni, VOR/DME RWY 15,
Orig

Norfolk, VA, Norfolk Intl, NDB/DME RWY 23
Orig

Norfolk, VA, Norfolk Intl, NDB/DME OR GPS
RWY 23, Orig B, CANCELLED

The FAA published the following
amendment in Docket No. 30306; Amdt. No.
3003 to Part 97 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (67 FR 21990-21992; dated May
2, 2002) under section 97.27 effective 13 June
2002, which is hereby amended as follows:
Monroe City, MO, Monroe City Regional,

VOR/DME RNAV RWY 27, Amdt 1

The FAA published an Amendment in
Docket No. 30306, Amdt No. 3003 to Part 97
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (67 FR
21990-21992; dated May 2, 2002) under
section 97.33 effective 13 June 2002, which
is hereby rescinded:

Richfield, UT, Richfield Muni, RNAV (GPS)
RWY 19, Orig

[FR Doc. 02—12286 Filed 5-23—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 558
New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal
Feeds; Lincomycin

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
animal drug regulations to reflect
approval of a supplemental new animal
drug application (NADA) filed by
Pharmacia & Upjohn Co. The
supplemental NADA provides for the
use of lincomycin in swine feed for the
control of porcine proliferative
enteropathies (ileitis).

DATES: This rule is effective May 24,
2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven D. Vaughn, Center for Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-130), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 301-827-7584, e-
mail: svaughn@cvm.fda.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pharmacia
& Upjohn Co., 7000 Portage Rd.,
Kalamazoo, MI 49001-0199, filed a
supplement to NADA 97-505 that
provides for use of LINCOMIX 20
(lincomycin hydrochloride) and
LINCOMIX 50 Feed Medications in
medicated swine feeds for the control of
porcine proliferative enteropathies
(ileitis) caused by Lawsonia
intracellularis. The supplemental
application is approved as of February
28, 2002, and the regulations are
amended in 21 CFR 558.325 to reflect
the approval. Section 558.325 is also
being revised to reflect a current format.

In accordance with the freedom of
information provisions of 21 CFR part
20 and 514.11(e)(2)(ii), a summary of
safety and effectiveness data and
information submitted to support
approval of this supplemental
application may be seen in the Dockets
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food
and Drug Administration, 5630 Fishers
Lane, rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852,
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday.

Under section 512(c)(2)(F)(iii) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360b(c)(2)(F)(iii)), this
approval qualifies for 3 years of
marketing exclusivity beginning
February 28, 2002, because the
application contains substantial
evidence of the effectiveness of the drug
involved, any studies of animal safety
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or, in the case of food-producing
animals, human food safety studies
(other than bioequivalence or residue
studies) required for approval of the
application and conducted or sponsored
by the applicant.

The agency has determined under 21
CFR 25.33(a)(1) that this action is of a
type that does not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. Therefore,
neither an environmental assessment
nor an environmental impact statement
is required.

This rule does not meet the definition
of “rule” in 5 U.S.C. 804(3)(A) because
it is a rule of “particular applicability.”
Therefore, it is not subject to the
congressional review requirements in 5
U.S.C. 801-3808.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 558

Animal drugs, Animal feeds.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs and redelegated to
the Center for Veterinary Medicine, 21
CFR part 558 is amended as follows:

PART 558—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
part 558 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 360b, 371.

2. Section 558.325 is amended in
paragraph (a) by removing ““paragraph
(c)” and in its place adding “‘paragraph
(d)’; by revising paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(5),

and (a)(13); in paragraph (b) by
removing “in edible products”; and by
revising paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§558.325 Lincomycin.

(a) * * %

(1) No. 000009 for 20 and 50 grams
per pound.
* * * * *

(5) No. 043733 for 8 and 20 grams per

pound.
* * * *
(13) No. 017800 for 2.5 and 8 grams
per pound.
* * * * *

(d) Conditions of use—(1) Chickens. It
is used in feed as follows:

Lincomycin grams/ton Indications for use Limitations Sponsor
@2 Broilers: For control of necrotic enteritis As lincomycin hydrochloride monohydrate. 000009
caused by Clostridium spp. or other
susceptible organisms.
(i) 2to 4 Broilers: For increased rate of weight As lincomycin hydrochloride monohydrate. 000009
gain and improved feed efficiency.
(2) Swine. It is used in feed as follows:
Lincomycin grams/ton Indications for use Limitations Sponsor
(i) 20 Growing-finishing swine: For increased Feed as sole ration. Not to be fed to swine that 000009
rate of weight gain. weigh more than 250 pounds (Ib).
(i) 40 1. For control of swine dysentery. Feed as sole ration; for use in swine on premises 000009
with a history of swine dysentery but where 017800
symptoms have not yet occurred, or following use 043733
of lincomycin at 100 grams (g)/ton for treatment
of swine dysentery. Not to be fed to swine that
weigh more than 250 Ib.
2. For control of porcine proliferative Feed as sole ration, or following use of lincomycin 000009
enteropathies (ileitis) caused by at 100 g/ton for control of porcine proliferative
Lawsonia intracellularis. enteropathies (ileitis). Not to be fed to swine that
weigh more than 250 Ib.
(iii) 100 1. For treatment of swine dysentery. Feed as sole ration for 3 weeks or until signs of dis- 000009
ease disappear. Not to be fed to swine that weigh 017800
more than 250 Ib. 043733
2. For control of porcine proliferative Feed as sole ration for 3 weeks or until signs of dis- 000009
enteropathies (ileitis) caused by ease disappear. Not to be fed to swine that weigh
Lawsonia intracellularis. more than 250 Ib.
(iv) 200 For reduction in the severity of swine Feed as sole ration for 3 weeks. Not to be fed to 000009
mycoplasmal pneumonia caused by swine that weigh more than 250 Ib. 017800
Mycoplasma hyopneumoniae.

(3) Lincomycin may also be used in
combination with:

(i) Amprolium and ethopabate or
amprolium and ethopabate with
roxarsone in accordance with § 558.58.

(ii) Clopidol in accordance with
§558.175.

(iii) Decoquinate in accordance with
§558.195.

(iv) Fenbendazole as provided in
§558.258.

(v) Halofuginone in accordance with

§558.265.

(vi) Ivermectin as in § 558.300.
(vii) Lasalocid alone or with

§558.515.

§558.530.

(xi) Robenidine in accordance with

(xii) Roxarsone in accordance with

roxarsone in accordance with §558.311.
(viii) Monensin alone or with
roxarsone in accordance with §558.355.
(ix) Nicarbazin alone or with narasin
or roxarsone as in §558.366.
(x) Pyrantel as in § 558.485.

(xiii) Salinomycin with or without
roxarsone as in §558.550.

(xiv) Zoalene in accordance with
§558.680.
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Dated: May 14, 2002.
Acting Director,

Office of New Animal Drug Evaluation,Center
for Veterinary Medicine.

[FR Doc. 02-13164 Filed 5-23-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-S

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 936

[OK-029-FOR]

Oklahoma Regulatory Program

AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, Interior.
ACTION: Final rule, approval of
amendment.

SUMMARY: We, the Office of Surface
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
(OSM), are approving an amendment to
the Oklahoma regulatory program
(Oklahoma program) under the Surface
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of
1977 (SMCRA or the Act). The
Oklahoma Department of Mines
(Department or Oklahoma) proposed
revisions to its rules about areas
designated by act of congress as
unsuitable for mining and coal
exploration operations. Oklahoma
intends to revise its program to be
consistent with the corresponding
Federal regulations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 24, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael C. Wolfrom, Director, Tulsa
Field Office. Telephone: (918) 581—
6430. Internet: mwolfrom@osmre.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Background on the Oklahoma Program

II. Submission of the Amendment

III. OSM’s Findings

IV. Summary and Disposition of Comments
V. OSM’s Decision

VI. Procedural Determinations

I. Background on the Oklahoma
Program

Section 503(a) of the Act permits a
State to assume primacy for the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations on non-Federal

and non-Indian lands within its borders
by demonstrating that its program
includes, among other things, “* * *
State law which provides for the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations in accordance
with the requirements of this Act * * *
; and rules and regulations consistent
with regulations issued by the Secretary
pursuant to this Act.” See 30 U.S.C.
1253(a)(1) and (7). On the basis of these
criteria, the Secretary of the Interior
conditionally approved the Oklahoma
program on January 19, 1981. You can
find background information on the
Oklahoma program, including the
Secretary’s findings, the disposition of
comments, and the conditions of
approval of the Oklahoma program in
the January 19, 1981, Federal Register
(46 FR 4902). You can also find later
actions concerning Oklahoma’s program
and program amendments at 30 CFR
936.15 and 936.16.

a

II. Submission of the Amendment

By letter dated November 20, 2001
(Administrative Record No. OK-988.02),
Oklahoma sent us an amendment to its
approved regulatory program under
SMCRA (30 U.S.C. 1201 et seq.).
Oklahoma sent the amendment in
response to an August 23, 2000, letter
(Administrative Record No. OK-988)
that we sent to Oklahoma in accordance
with 30 CFR 732.17(c).

We announced receipt of the
amendment in the December 21, 2001,
Federal Register (66 FR 65858). In the
same document, we opened the public
comment period and provided an
opportunity for a public hearing or
meeting on the adequacy of the
amendment. We did not hold a public
hearing or meeting because no one
requested one. The public comment
period ended on January 22, 2002. We
received comments from one Federal
agency and one State agency.

During our review of the amendment,
we identified concerns relating to
definitions at OAC 460:20-7-3,
procedures at OAC 460:20-7-5, and
various editorial errors. We notified
Oklahoma of the concerns by letters
dated December 13, 2001, January 16,
2002, and March 6, 2002
(Administrative Record Nos. OK—
988.06, 0K-988.08, and OK-988.12).

On February 21 and March 26, 2002,
Oklahoma sent us revisions to its
amendment (Administrative Record
Nos. OK-988.10 and OK-988.14). Based
upon Oklahoma’s revisions, we
reopened the public comment period in
the April 5, 2002, Federal Register (67
FR 16341). The public comment period
ended on April 22, 2002. We did not
receive any comments.

III. OSM’s Findings

Following are the findings we made
concerning the amendment under
SMCRA and the Federal regulations at
30 CFR 732.15 and 732.17. We are
approving the amendment as described
below. Any revisions that we do not
specifically discuss below concern
nonsubstantive wording or editorial
changes.

A. Minor Revisions to Oklahoma’s Rules

Oklahoma proposed minor wording,
editorial, punctuation, grammatical, and
recodification changes to the following
previously-approved rules:

OAC 460:20-7-5(b)(2), rights
determination and OAC 460:20-7-5(g),
applicability to lands designated as
unsuitable by Congress.

Because these changes are minor, we
find that they will not make Oklahoma’s
rules less effective than the Federal
regulations.

B. OAC 460:20-7-3 Definitions

Oklahoma deleted its definition of
“surface coal mining operations which
exist on the date of enactment” because
this term no longer appears in its rules.

We are approving Oklahoma’s
deletion because it is consistent with
OSM'’s deletion of the Federal
counterpart definition of “surface coal
mining operations which exist on the
date of enactment.” See 64 FR 70766,
dated December 17, 1999.

C. Revisions To Oklahoma’s Rules That
Have the Same Meaning as the
Corresponding Provisions of the Federal
Regulations

The State rules listed in the table
below contain language that is the same
as or similar to the corresponding
sections of the Federal regulations.

Topic

State rule

Authority
Definition of Community or Institutional Building
Definition of Valid Existing Rights

Areas Where Surface Coal Mining Operations are Prohibited or Limited ..

Exception for Existing Operations

Procedures—Obligations at Time of Permit Application Review

OAC 460:20-7-2
OAC 460:20-7-3 ....
OAC 460:20-7-3
OAC 460:20-7-4
paragraph, (2), (3),
OAC 460:20-7-4.1 ..

and (3).

OAC 460:20-7-5(a), (b)(1), (H)(1)

Federal counterpart regulation
................... 30 CFR 761.3.
30 CFR 761.5.
................... 30 CFR 761.5.
Introductory | 30 CFR 761.11 Introductory
and (4)(B). paragraph, (b), (c), (d)(2).

30 CFR 761.12(a).
30 CFR 761.17(a), (b), (d)(1) and
A).
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Topic

State rule

Federal counterpart regulation

Procedures—Compatibility Findings for Surface Coal Mining Operations

on Federal Lands in National Forests.

Procedures—Relocating or Closing a Public Road or Waiving the Prohibi-
tion on Surface Coal Mining Operations Within the Buffer Zone of a

Public Road.

Procedures—Waiving the Prohibition on Surface Coal Mining Operations
Within the Buffer Zone of an Occupied Dwelling.
Procedures—Submission and Processing of Requests for Valid Existing

Rights Determinations.

Permit Requirements for Exploration Removing More Than 250 Tons of

Coal.

OAC 460:20-7-5(c)

OAC 460:20-7-5(d)

OAC 460:20-7-5(¢)

OAC 460:20-7-5(h)

30 CFR 761.13.

30 CFR 761.14.

30 CFR 761.15.

30 CFR 761.16.

(D).

OAC 460:20-13-5(b)(14),

30 CFR 772.12(b)(14), (d)(2)(iv).

Because Oklahoma’s proposed rules
contain language that is the same as or
similar to the corresponding Federal
regulations, we find that they are no less
effective than the Federal regulations.

IV. Summary and Disposition of
Comments

Public Comments

We asked for public comments on the
amendment, but did not receive any.

Federal Agency Comments

On December 5, 2001, and February
26, 2002, under 30 CFR 732.17(h)(11)(i)
and section 503(b) of SMCRA, we
requested comments on the amendment
from various Federal agencies with an
actual or potential interest in the
Oklahoma program (Administrative
Record Nos. OK-988.03 and OK—
988.11). We did not receive any
comments.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Concurrence and Comments

Under 30 CFR 732.17(h)(11)(ii), we
are required to obtain the written
concurrence of EPA for those provisions
of the program amendment that relate to
air or water quality standards issued
under the authority of the Clean Water
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) or the Clean
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.). None
of the revisions that Oklahoma proposed
to make in this amendment pertain to
air or water quality standards.
Therefore, we did not ask EPA to concur
on the amendment.

Under 30 CFR 732.17(h)(11)(i), we
requested comments on the amendment
from EPA (Administrative Record Nos.
0OK-988.03 and OK-988.11). EPA
responded on January 2, 2002
(Administrative Record No. OK-988.04),
that it had no comments.

State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP)

Under 30 CFR 732.17(h)(4), we are
required to request comments from the
SHPO and ACHP on amendments that
may have an effect on historic

properties. On December 5, 2001, and
February 26, 2002, we requested
comments on Oklahoma’s amendment
(Administrative Record Nos. OK-988.03
and OK—988.11). The SHPO responded
on January 3, 2002 (Administrative
Record No. OK-988.05). The SHPO was
concerned that several of Oklahoma’s
proposed rules did not consider
properties that are “eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places.”

On January 29, 2002 (Administrative
Record No. 988.09), we sent a letter
telling the SHPO that Oklahoma’s
proposed rules are consistent with
Section 522(e)(3) of SMCRA and the
Federal regulations. We also explained
that even though SMCRA and the
Federal regulations do not require
consideration of properties eligible for
listing on the National Register of
Historic Places when making a
determination of whether a person has
valid existing rights to mine in areas
where surface coal mining operations
are normally prohibited or limited, the
permit application requirements and
other provisions of the Oklahoma rules
and the Federal regulations do require
this consideration for these areas.

V. Director’s Decision

Based on the above findings, we
approve the amendment Oklahoma sent
to us on November 20, 2001, and as
revised on February 21 and March 26,
2002.

We approve the rules proposed by
Oklahoma with the provision that they
be fully promulgated in identical form
to the rules submitted to and reviewed
by OSM and the public.

To implement this decision, we are
amending the Federal regulations at 30
CFR part 936, which codify decisions
concerning the Oklahoma program. We
find that good cause exists under 5
U.S.C. 553(d)(3) to make this final rule
effective immediately. Section 503(a) of
SMCRA requires that the State’s
program demonstrate that the State has
the capability of carrying out the
provisions of the Act and meeting its

purposes. Making this final rule
effective immediately will expedite that
process. SMCRA requires consistency of
State and Federal standards.

VI. Procedural Determinations

Executive Order 12630—Takings

In this rule, the State is adopting valid
existing rights standards that are similar
to the standards in the Federal
definition at 30 CFR 761.5. Therefore,
this rule has the same takings
implications as the Federal valid
existing rights rule. The takings
implications assessment for the Federal
valid existing rights rule appears in Part
XXIX.E of the preamble to that rule. See
64 FR 70766, 70822—-27, December 17,
1999.

Executive Order 12866—Regulatory
Planning and Review

This rule is exempted from review by
the Office of Management and Budget
under Executive Order 12866.

Executive Order 12988—Civil Justice
Reform

The Department of the Interior has
conducted the reviews required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 and
has determined that this rule meets the
applicable standards of subsections (a)
and (b) of that section. However, these
standards are not applicable to the
actual language of State regulatory
programs and program amendments
because each program is drafted and
promulgated by a specific State, not by
OSM. Under sections 503 and 505 of
SMCRA (30 U.S.C. 1253 and 1255) and
the Federal regulations at 30 CFR
730.11, 732.15, and 732.17(h)(10),
decisions on proposed State regulatory
programs and program amendments
submitted by the States must be based
solely on a determination of whether the
submittal is consistent with SMCRA and
its implementing Federal regulations
and whether the other requirements of
30 CFR parts 730, 731, and 732 have
been met.
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Executive Order 13132—Federalism

This rule does not have Federalism
implications. SMCRA delineates the
roles of the Federal and State
governments with regard to the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations. One of the
purposes of SMCRA is to “establish a
nationwide program to protect society
and the environment from the adverse
effects of surface coal mining
operations.” Section 503(a)(1) of
SMCRA requires that State laws
regulating surface coal mining and
reclamation operations be “in
accordance with” the requirements of
SMCRA. Section 503(a)(7) requires that
State programs contain rules and
regulations “consistent with”
regulations issued by the Secretary
pursuant to SMCRA.

Executive Order 13211—Regulations
That Significantly Affect The Supply,
Distribution, or Use of Energy

On May 18, 2001, the President issued
Executive Order 13211 which requires
agencies to prepare a Statement of
Energy Effects for a rule that is (1)
considered significant under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) likely to have a
significant adverse effect on the supply,
distribution, or use of energy. Because
this rule is exempt from review under
Executive Order 12866 and is not
expected to have a significant adverse
effect on the supply, distribution, or use
of energy, a Statement of Energy Effects
is not required.

National Environmental Policy Act

This rule does not require an
environmental impact statement
because section 702(d) of SMCRA (30
U.S.C. 1292(d)) provides that agency
decisions on proposed State regulatory
program provisions do not constitute
major Federal actions within the

meaning of section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 4332(2)(C).

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain
information collection requirements that
require approval by OMB under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3507 et seq.).

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Department of the Interior
certifies that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). The State submittal,
which is the subject of this rule, is based
upon counterpart Federal regulations for
which an economic analysis was
prepared and certification made that
such regulations would not have a
significant economic effect upon